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A/^V — 



0e/ow is a communication from the EXAMINER in charge of this application 
COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 



□ THE PERIOD FOR RESPONSE: 
a ) O is extended to run 



ADVISORY ACTION 



. or continues to run _ 



from the date of the final rejection 



■■• " ■« — — BIO III ICU I I 

purposes of determ.nmg the period of extension and the corresponding amount of the C ^tension fee pLrltno 37 CFR 
1.17 w,ll be calculated from the date of the originally set shortened statutory period for response or « TeHorthTb) X™ 

□ Appellant's Brief is due in accordance with 37 CFR 1 . 1 92(a). 

P £5S — ~ * - "* «« it is not deemed 

1 • □ The proposed amendments to the claim and /or specification wili not be entered and the final rejection stands because: 

a D pTe'sented 0 C ° nVindn9 ^ * ? °™ " m) Why the pr0p ° S6d amend ™<* '* necessary and was not earlier 

b. □ They raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search. (See Note). 

c. □ They raise the issue of new matter. (See Note). 

d ' D IS pear 8 de6med t0 aPP,iCati ° n * bGtter f ° rm f ° r appeal by materia!t >' reducin 9 or sim P |if V in 9 ^e issues for 

e. □ They present additional claims without cancelling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 



NOTE: 



2. □ Newly proposed or amended claims, 
the non-allowable claims. 



_ would be allowed if submitted in a separately filed amendment cancelling 



3. jp ^Sl^^^ the P r °P° sed ^endment [^f will be entered □ will not be entered and the status of the claims will 
d: %+-~f 

ed to- ^ 6 & ) 9 **r* ^ ^ -^ cLjh <^ * 5 . 

id: * Mr *T - Id *_ 



Claims allowed: ^ 
Claims objected to: . 
Claims rejected: . 

However; 

f Applicant's responsa^as overcome the following rejection(s): fA/ *vJ-*jfiL* /JT*.* » + ^t£> 



4. ^ The iffirfmii, onhjbi^ frequest for reconsideration has been considered but does not overcome the rejection because 5^ 
5 ' D p h 4t fi ted Vit ° r ^ C ° nSidered b6CaUSe 3pp,iCant has not shown 9° od and suffic ^ masons why it was not earlier 



□ The proposed drawing correction □ has □ has not been approved by the examiner. 

□ Other 
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ATTACHME NT TO FORM PTOT-im 
The rejection under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) over Havens et al is 
maintained. Applicants recognize that Havens et al obtain a maximum of 
5mg protein/g polymer which is 0.5 wt% of protein contained by the 
5 polymer. However, applicants urge that not all protein is enzyme, and 
that the concentration of enzyme contained by the polymer is much lower 
and enzyme loading is probably less that .01 wt%. However, Havens et al 
disclose partial purification of the enzyme using 20-40% ammonium sulfate 
(page 2256, left column, first full paragraph) . Due to this purification 
10 with ammonium sulfate, it appears that Havens et al obtain an enzyme 

loading of greater than approximately 0 . 1 percent by weight . Of the 5 mg 
protein present, it appears that at least 1 mg would be enzyme due to the 
ammonium sulfate purification. It should be noted that the claims 
require greater than apprpxi mate! y 0.1% enzyme. The term "approximately" 
15 permits an amount of enzyme loading lower than 0.1%. 

Claims 3 and 4 are free of the prior art, but are objected to as 
being dependent on a rejected claim. Should applicants put claims 3 and 
4 in independent form and cancel the non-allowed claims, the non-elected 
claims 11-30 should also be canceled. 
20 Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 

from the examiner should be directed to David M. Naff whose telephone 
number is (703) 308-0520. The examiner can normally be reached on 
Monday-Thursday and every other Friday from about 8:30 AM to about 6:00 



PM. 
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II attests to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, a 
message can be left on voice mail. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful the 
examiner's supervisor, Mixe Wityshyn, can be reached at telephone number 
5 (703) 308-4743. 

The fax phone number is (703) 872-9306 before final rejection or 
(703) 872-9307 after final rejection. 

Any inquiry of a gen eral nature or relating to the status of this 
application or proceeding should be directed to the Group receptionist 
10 whose telephone number is (703) 308-0196. 
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